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10: Bonorsble Clinton P. Anderson, Cheirms
of the Joint Committee on Atomic ergy
FROM; Thomas R, Murrasy, Consultant

SUBJICT: éupplmntton-umuofhyﬁ, ,m'ﬁim
United States Ban on Nuclear ‘l'nting. ]

The most recent developments in the noaotiauma on hnn:lu nuchlr
testing impel me to supplement my memorentus of May 8, 1359& m same
subject. In that memorandum I made the falloving statement: m the
standpoint of American military security and political sdvaztage, Wbe worst
thing that can tappen 1s . » « that Mr. Kirushohev vill scoept the Macmillan-
Eisenhover proposal.” This proposal concerns the. carrying eut oo an mx.
tasis of a predeterminod mmber of inspections.

Tt wvas originally made by Prime Minister Macmillan in February of this
vear turing his visit to iMr. Khnuhéhlv in Moscow. Mr. MW.MMJJ
savw in 1t .pouibdlities of advantage to the Soviet lhmion; mogmnﬂ: be
rut it Torward in his ann_vor.to President miénhovor'l letter of Aprli h.
When the President in a further letter of May 5 expressed e villingnees to
"axplove this proposal,” Mr. Xhrushchev with obvicus plessure
repli=d that the Macmillan propou.l is "a good basis" for w Be
also rejected as unnecessary the conditions vhich the l’ruﬂut hﬂ lf-ttchaﬂ.

It is :L'pontin that the Tact be recognised that u M m

and the fres world.
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n-.-mm:-.oauuummmud-dmnme eoncom
the possibility of oomcealing nuclear test ﬂhdunlo "‘ﬂntnm con=
scuuccumoryco-uem, Mummm mw, together
wvith other studies, makes :ltel-rﬁhtﬂnnm“m hﬂohtht
Macmillan proposal could easily be nul.'l..‘-.ﬂd. S

The simple tnct is that an accurete detection mt- tw mnhu explosions

does not exist, Itwmtﬂﬁlm.mm, ttMM exist nov.
In fact, most evidence poimts to incressing mmm t unnum aericulty
in detecting underground muclear n:pl.mionl- ‘ A ' . :
~ In view of the scientifioc fucts it is dlear um u.l. m-phm of the
Macmillan proposal would -.n the atdication of two unuul nﬂ long-standing
American policies: first, mmlpouqmtnmumnmo
vith the Soviet Unicn unless 1% is self-enforeing) seccnd, the Jarticular ais-
Mpnqmtwummwmmmﬁu- subject
to sdequate ingpection, The Mcmillsa mu of mx-ﬂm the 11lusion
of comtrol without the FeRlidy. e 0.8, m h Lo

Mmstmmwmnunmuiwdmwmmhum-
carned with the mﬂmdﬂtmﬂhu‘aﬂmﬂ'wd inepections,
ormemsmwmammmmnmmmum#mm,m-
utmmtion,crcrlhﬂq' mwmmu&tbmmlhm
pnmﬁlynhweothuo-mwma Itnﬂhlﬁﬁmhnrtotthl
‘subject--namely, the absence ofwmt-thtundMWnnclﬂr
explosions, nontwwmiumuoumwdm _num.mmm
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The refusal to take imto account our lcicnttne ad mmd. nliutionu

goes beyond the political Mm: {8 even involves owr M mw-

The scientific data on ouclesr test 4MG m@
available to mmnum It ummmg’

ment negotiations vhile at t_ln same tm u m

,_-a-a

#‘v
4

firm" in defense of the free world. . %

There seems t0o have been a serious fallure of MM ot scientific
liaison between the U.S. and €he UX. The Macwillan p - w a8 & pure
riece of politics; from & scientific viewpoint the romh for woa that
1t proposes 1s dangerous to freswvorld security. The mxmm bave
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« v Lhx THIE HCORNING.

' THE SOVIET PREMIER WAS IN :IZ 3EST BANTERING FOR
E \ND ALLEN DULLES, DIRECTCR OF TJE CENTRAL INTELL. -
SENCE AGENCY, AGREED THAT [UE TWO _OUNTRIES GOT MUCH
OF THEIR INTELLIGENCE INFCRMATION FROM THE SAME
INTERNATIONAL SPIES. KHKLSHCHEV SAID HE AND DULLES
“IGHT GET TOGETHER AND PAY THESE DOUBLE AGENTS- ONLY

~»E TALaRY IVSTEAD ¥ TWC.
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. ot
wish to retaln the M‘fp of the free world we must accept the
] A
kind of m’é between disarmement policy and scientific faet that the
Macmillisn proposel illustrates. The worse thing that could happen,

I Wg , is that an agreement be reached on the basis of the

| Macmillian proposal. The best thing thet could happen is that the

U.S. should firmly set aside the Macmillian proposal and return to the
sound and realistic proposal made by the President to Mr. Krushchev

in his letter of April 13. This proposal was for a Yphased® suspension
of tests with an immediste ban to be placed on atmospheric tests. It
is these tests in the atmosphere which produce potentially hazerdous
radioactive fallout and it is these tests which can be readily detected
by existing techniques. This proposal was most definitely a major
forward in the internmational control of nuclear tests which received
immediate favorable publliec support. It constifutes a sound basls for
a nucléé.r policy which will show s%ﬁ good faith on the part of
the U.S8. in disarmement negotiations"and at the same time noﬁ constitute
an absurd bartering away of U.S. netional security for an illusion of

international control.
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